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ABATEMENT. 
See Practice, 10. 


AGENT. 


The degree of diligence, which is required of am 
agent, who receives a compensation, is that 


which a prudent man pays to his own affairs, 
and which is called, in law, ordinary dili- 
gence. Madeira & al. vs. Townsley & al. 
If the principal sue for the price of goods sold 
on accredit, without authority in the agent, 
the conduct of the latter is thereby approved, 
--and he discharged from responsibility. Sur- 
ZZ gat vs. Potter & al. - - - 
9 The defendant has a right to demand proof of 
the authority of the agent, who commenced 
the suit and made the necessary oath to pro- 
- cure the attachment. Shewell vs. Stone. - 
See Practice, 4. 


dae 
a 


AMENDMENT. 


A district judge cannot amend or modify a former 
decree, at a succeeding term, unless a new 
trial was granted. Balio vs. Wilson. - 
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APPEAL. 
1 _ soeeel from an order to permit the plaintiff to 
make a voluntary surrender, will be dismis- 
sed, if the record show that his creditors 
had obtained an order fora forced one, with- 
out showing how far they had proceeded 
therein. Blossman vs. his creditors. - 9 
2 What is related, inthe opinion of the judge a quo, 
cannot be received as evidence on the ap- 
peal. Same case. - - - 99 
3 If the appellant fail to bring up the record, the 
appellee may have the judgment affirmed 
with damages. Yeiser vs. Smith. - - 299 
4 The appeal will be dismissed, if there be a bill 
of exceptions to the final judgment, and no 
"2 statement of facts. Ferguson &al.vs. Bacon. 303 
5 No judgment can be reversed on the mere assign- 
ment of errors, which might have been 
cured by evidence legally introduced. But- 
ler vs. Despalir & al. - - : 
6 Evidence introduced on the trial, cannot be as- 
signed as error apparent on the face of the 
record. Albert vs. Davis. - : 
7 Facts assumed as proven, in the judgment ap- 
pealed from, cannot be considered as pro- 
ven, by the supreme court. Kay & al. vs. 
Compton. - . ° - 309 
& A cause, which was tried by a jury, will not be 
remanded for a new trial, when there is no 
contradiction in the testimony and its deci- 
sion deperids on calculation alone. Johnston 


vs. Sprigg. - : - - 328 
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9 The supreme court will remand a cause for 
new trial when justice requires it. ~Coe & 
al. vs. Pannel & al. - - - 

10 A judgment, directing all the property of the 
debtor to be sold, and the proceeds distri- 
buted among his creditors, does not dis- 
charge the security in the appeal bond. 
Baldwin vs. Gordon & al. - - 

11 If the appeal be taken for delay only, the judg- 
ment will be affirmed with damages. Fergu- 
son & al. vs. Martin. - - - 

12 The conclusion of the district court will pre- 
vail, in a matter of fact, if the appellant does 
not show that there is manifest error in it. 
Elishe vs. Voorhies. - - - 

13 Same point. Moore & al. vs. Angiolette. - 

14 The defendant’s signature, at the foot of the 
appeal bond, is evidence that he appealed. 
Mulanphy vs. Murray. - - . 

15 When the record was made up in so confused a 
manner, that the facts could not be clearly 
seen, and there appeared four judgments 
and one statement of facts only, the appeal 
was dismissed, and no affirmance with dama- 
ges could take place. Sompeyrac vs. Cable. 

16 An appeal lies from the revoking of the appoint- 
ment of an attorney to absent heirs. State 
vs. Judge Pitot. - - - - 

17 The supreme court has no general controlling 
power over other tribunals. State vs. Judge 
Esnault. - - . : - 

18 If there be no statement of facts, the judgment 
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may be affirmed with damages. Wooters vs. 
Wilkinson. - : . - 
19 Same point. Johnson vs. Turney & al. - 
20 Anappeal from the grant of a new trial (before 
final judgment) is premature. Dresser ys. 

Coz. - - - - - 

21 Facts which depend on proof should be alleged, 
that the adverse. party may disprove them 

. in the inferior court. Bouthemy vs. Dreux 
& al. - - - - . 

22 Prescription cannot be pleaded in the supreme 

court. Boudreauvs. Boudreau. - . 

23 The verdict of ajury cannot be disregarded, in 

the supreme court, when it does not appear 

manifestly erroneous. Evans vs. Richardson. 

24 An obligor on an appeal bond, is not entitled to 

the benefit of the plea of discussion. Denis 

vs. Veazey. - - - - 

25 The surety onan appeal bond, which is not suc- 

cessfully prosecuted, cannot contest the 

plaintiff’s claim, liquidated by the judg- 

ment, unless on a suggestion of collusion or 

fraud. Same case. - - . 

26 A judgment which contains no reference to any 

law, nor any of the reasons on which it is 

grounded, must be reversed. M‘Kenzie vs. 

Havard. - - - - - 

27 If a suit be for damages, and an injunction to 

quiet, &c., an appeal will lie though less than 
$300 be claimed for damages, the land being 
of suflicient Value. Kemper vs. Armstrong 
§ ad, - - . > . 
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98 If the record be filed, on the day after that of 
the return, the appeal will be dismissed. 
Horn vs. Montgomery. - ° i 
29 Same point. Lafon’s exs. vs. Riviere. - 
30 If the appellant fail to bring up his case, ac- 
cording to law, the appellee may have the 
judgment affirmed with damages. Stephens 
vs. Smith. - - - - 
31 Same point. Hinson & al. vs. Ogden& al. - 
32. If the defendant appeal, and there be no state- 
ment of facts, bill of exceptions, &c., the 
judgment will be affirmed with damages. 
Serpentine vs. Slocum - - - 
See Evipence, 6 & 7. 


ASSIGNMENT. 


1 No particular form or specific instrument is re- 
quired in the assignment of debts. Gray vs. 
Trafton & al. . - - - 

2 It may as well be done by an order on the debt- 
or, to pay to the assignee, as by giving up 
the evidence of the debt: Same case. “ 


ATTACHMENT. 


1 An attaching creditor loses his lien, in case of 
insolvency. Hanna vs. his creditors. . 
2 A decree, that a garnishee pay to the plaintiff 
what he owes to the defendant, is tantamount 
to a judgment. Same case. - - 
3 A garnishee’s admission of funds in his hands, is 
not a voluntary confession of judgment. Same 


erase. - “ - ° - 
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4 If by a rule of the district court, no exception 
will be heard against the attachment, except 
those contained in the answer, it is not too 
late to move for a dismissal, after the trial 

is gone into. Shewell vs. Stone. - ‘ 

5 One may attach in his own hands, the amount 
of a judgment which has been recovered 
against one’s self. Grayson vs. Veeche. - 

6 If a vessel, on board of which property is ship- 
ped, be detained by an irregular attachment, 
the owner of them is not responsible to her 
owner for the delay. Hasluck vs. Salkeld 


& al. ° _ ‘ - . 
7 The remedy of the owner is against the attach- 
ing creditor. Samecase. - - ‘ 


See Acent 3,—Practice, 4. 


AUCTION. 


A sale by auction of real property, is not perfected 
until the signature of the auctioneer be af- 
fixed to the process-verbal. Jackson & al, 
vs. Williams. - - . P 


AWARD. 


1 The time of the meeting of arbitrators may be 
shown by parol evidence. Porter vs. Dugat. 
2 Although all the arbitrators must be present 
when the award is given, their unanimity is 


not necessary. Same case. . - 


BILL OF EXCHANGE. 
1 The oath of a notary, that he protested the draft, 
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and that he was generally in the habit of 
giving notices on all protested notes and 

bills, and presumes that he gave notice to 

the defendant, as he was requested to be 
_very particular about it; and that his habit 

was to put notices into the post-oflices to be 

sent off by the first mail, but having a great 

deal of protesting to do that summer, he has 

no distinct recollection about notifying the 
defendant, is no sufficient proof of notice. 

Hoff vs. Baldwin. - - . 

2 The endorsee cannot write over a blank endorse- 
ment, an obligation, which will discharge 

him, from the burden of a demand or no- 

tice. Hill vs. Martin. - - : 

3 The endorsee, who receives a bill after it is due, 
is bound to demand payment and-give notice 





within the same delay, as if he had received. 






~ before maturity. Same case. . - 
4 It is not sufficient to excuse want of notice, that 
the endorsee was not injured by the neglect. 
Same case. . - - - 
See ConsiDERATION. 


CAPIAS. 
See Execution, 3 & 4. 


CERTIFICATE. 
That of the recorder of mortgages is legal evi- 
| dence. Hannavs. his creditors. - ° 
CLASSIFICATION. 


A classification may be ordered before payment 


Vot. XII. 93 
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by a beneficiary heir. Cox vs. Martin's 


heirs - - ~ - ‘ 


COLLATION.. 


1 When a father sells property to one of his chil- 
dren at a very low price, the advantage con- 
ferred is subject to collation. Bossier & al. 
vs. Vienne. * ° ° . ° 

2 But the difference of price, between what the 
vendee sells the property for, after a lapse 
of years and the time he paid for it, will not 
suffice to establish the fact, that the sale was 
below the real value. Same case. 


CONTINUANCE. 


1 After the trial has been gone into and evidence 
heard, it is too late to pray for a continuance. 
Rousseau vs. Henderson & al. - - 


disposition of the counsel who intended to 
argue it, although there be another counsel 


engaged. Barry vs. Louis. Ins. Company. 


CONTRACT. 


{ The law loci contractus governs it, as to its nature 
and validity. vans et al. vs. Gray et al. 
2 That loci fori, as to the remedy. Same case. 

3 Hence, though in a contract made in a state, go- 
verned by the common law, relief may be 
had by suit only, it may be here by plea. 
Same case. : - - - 


2 Acause will be continued on account of the in- | 
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CONSIDERATION. 


There is no difference between the want and the 
failure of the consideration of a note ; either 
may be given in evidence against the original 
payee or an endorsee with notice. Le 
Blane vs. Sanglair & al. 


COsTS. 


May be given without being demanded, or without 
a prayer for general relief. Thompson vs. 
Chretien et al. - - - - 


€OURT OF PROBATES. 


it has exclusive jurisdiction of all suits against vacant 
estates. Vignaud vs. Tonnacourt’s curator. - 


DAMAGES. 
Are due for the least wrongful entry. Kemper vs. 
Armstrong &al. - - - d 


See Apreat, 11, 15, 18. 


DATION EN PAJEMENT. 


1 Itdiffers from a sale, and resembles much the do- - 


nation remuneratoire. M’Guire vs. Amelung 
& al. - - - - - 
2 Evidence that a conveyance, which the act shows 
to be a sale, was a dation en patement is inad- 
missible. Skillman & wife vs. Lacey & al. 


DEMAND. 


A demand of a debt, due by the wife, may be done 
on her. Flogny vs. Hatch & al. - - 
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DED. POTEST. 
See Practice, 3 & 4. 


2 


DISTURBANCE. 


If the vendee be disturbed in his possession, by 
the suit of a third person, he may withhold 
payment, till the vendor gives security, 

_ Smith vs. Roberts & al. - - - 


DOMICIL. 


Whether the lessor of a defendant who disclaims, 
may be brought in, out of the parish of his do- 
micil? Fusilier vs. Hennen. ° é 


EVIDENCE. 


1 If the son bought a lot for the father, who after- 
wards pays the annual rent (the considera- 


tion of the sale) and warrants the title of the 


son’s vendee, these circumstances will not be 


conclusive evidence, that the first sale was 


authorized or ratified, if it be shown that the 
father ever refused to ratify it. Mayor vs. 


Hunter. - * 3 . ~lis, 


2 Collateral kinsmen claiming as heirs, must estab- 
lish the death of relations in the ascending 
line. Hooter’s heirs vs. Tippet.  - : 

3 If the bill of sale state that the purchaser gave his 
note for $1500, they may show that each 
(there being two) gave a note for $750. 
Lafariere vs. Sanglair et al. - : 

4 Declarations, when parts rerum gestorum may be 
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received in evidence. Barry vs. Louis. 

Ins. Company, - - - - 

§ Parol evidence cannot be received to explain the 
meaning of the writer, in a letter in which 

there is no ambiguity. Lazare’s ex’r. vs. 
Peytavin. - -. . - . 

6 Ifimproper evidence be suffered to go to the jury, 
and it manifestly appear they disregarded it, 

the supreme court will not remand the case 

on thataccount. Same case. : - 

7 Complaint cannot successfully be made that aspe- 
cial verdict was obtained without legal evi- 
dence, by a party who neither asked for a 
charge to the jury, anon-suit, nora new trial. 

Same case. - - ~ - 

8 A receipt of the defendants, produced by the 
plaintiff, is in favour of the former, a begin- 

ning of proof. Muse vs. Roger’s heirs. - 


See Arrea, 2, 6,7, 14—Darion EN pateMENT—2. 


EXECUTION. 


i The return on an execution need not state that 
personal property could not be found to 
justify the seizure of slaves. Thompson vs. 
Chretien et al. - - . F 

2 Acreditor of the vendee. may sell property un- 
der an execution, before a delivery to the 
vendor. Same case. - - 3 

3 Ona fi. fa. against two, returned stayed as to 
one by order of the pleintiff and no proper- 

ty of the other found, a ca. sa. cannot issue 

against the latter. Casson vs. Cureton - 
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“4 Aca. sa, or a fi. fa. must be returnable in no less 
than 60 nor more than 90 days. Woodruff 
vs. Penny’s bail. - | - - > 

6 The sheriff’s return of the causes that prevented 
the sale of the goods seized, will be taken as 
true, if not disproved. Baldwin vs. Gordon 


et al. 5 bd » “ ? 


EXCHANGE. 


if one give a quantity of pork and some money 
for the note of a third person, the former 
has no recourse on the note not being paid. 
Shuff vs. Cross. = - - - - 


HEIRS. 


When they sue the representative of their ancestor, 
or their common tutor, judgment ought not 
to be for the whole sum due them ccllec- 
tively, but must ascertain that due to each. 
Varion’s heirs vs. Rousant’s syndics. - 

See Evipence, 2. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE, 


A wife cannot alienate her paraphernal estate, 
without the husband’s consent. Langlini & 








wife vs Broussard. ° * % 


INJUNCTION. 


A defendant may pray that the plaintiff may be 
enjoined on his judgment, and that it be de- 
ducted from a larger one, which the former 
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is about to obtain against the latter. Muse 
vs. Rogers’ heirs. - - - 


INSOLVENT. 
1 Mere proof that the insolvent admitted the debt, 


not establish it against his estate. Planters’ 
bank & al. vs. Lanusse et al. : - 
2 Otherwise, if circumstances render it probable. 
Same case. - . - : 
3 The wife of the insolvent may vote, although she 
has not renounced. Same case. - - 
4 A forced surrender cannot be ordered, without 
hearing the debtor. Guirot vs. her creditors. 
5 After proceedings commenced for a forced sur- 
render, proceedings cannot be carried on by 
a single creditor. Mayhewvs.MGee. - 
ane . 6 A creditor may pursue his remedy, till a stay of 
ie proceedings arrest him. Hanna vs. his cre- 
ditors. —- - - - - 
See Aprgan, 1 & 10. 








INTEREST. 


1 Conventional interest cannot be proven by parol. 
| Harrod et al. vs. Lafarge. - - 
2 An usage to charge interest at the rate of ten 

per cent. cannot be regarded. Same case. - 
3 Tutors are not to pay compound interest. Jar- 
reat vs. Ludeling. ~ ~ - 
4 Interest is generally due from the judicial demand 
only. Surgat vs. Potteretal. - ~ 








nor even his written acknowledgement, will . 
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INTERROGATORIES. 


1 Adefendant who proceeds to trial, cannot after- 
wards demand a dismissal of the suit, be- 
cause there is no legal evidence of the plain- 
tiff’s answer, to his interrogatories, being 
sworn to. Dean vs. Smith etal. - - 

2 A defendant, sued on a note, may be required to 
answer on oath, whether he did not sub- 
scribe and the payee endorse it. Bullet vs. 
Serpentine. - a - - 


JURY. 


Forty-eight jurors must be returned to each term 
of the parish of New-Orleans. Flower vs. 
Livingston. : - - ] 


LAND. 


Holstein vs. Henderson. - = 3 


sible with the rights of others. - Same case. 


stream, without specifying how much on 
each side, the survey is to be made so as to 
give an equal quantity on each. Same case, 
4 Where a certain quantity of superficial arpents is 
granted on a part of a stream, where, from 


ed, the quantity given cannot be obtained 


1 A title calling for objects on both sides of astream, — a 
must be laid out so as to include them all, 


2 Ifno particular limits be given, the land must be ‘ins 
surveyed so as to interfere as little as pos- | aa 


3 Where lands are called for on cach side of a 


the manner surrounding titles are survey- 
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unless by making the stream the side line of 

the survey, it may be done. Samecase. - 

5 A. having discovered B. had sold him land to 
which he had no title, gave notice he would 

not pay, but require a rescission. Before 
service of the citation on B. a family meet- 

_ ing recommended asale, at which he bought. 
Held that he was protected, although it did 

_ not appear the heirs of age had provoked a 
licitation, and that having now a title he 
could resist his claim. Bonin et al. vs. Eys- 
saline. - - - ‘ os 

1 6A right, supported by a requette, specifying a 
| definite quantity of land is of a higher dignity 
than that resulting from mere possession, 
which can give a right to the extent, actually 
enclosed. Martin vs. Turnbull. - - 









LANDLORD. 


i ' 1 The landlord has a privilege on the goods in the 
a: store and furniture in the house. Hanna vs. 

his creditors. - - - - 
2 But he must exercise it within a fortnight from 


| the removal. Same case. ° - 
; 


LIEN. 





1 A judgment not registered gives no lien. Hanna 
vs. his creditors. : - - 
2 Acreditor acquires none by issuing a fi. fa., if 
he countermand its execution. Same case. 
VoL. xi. 94 
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3 Nor, if he neglects to take out an alias. Same 
case. . we : ‘ 
4 A judgment gives no lien on its being docketted. 
Same case. ¥ . eg 
5 Judgments, in other states, give no lien here; till 
their execution be ordered by a judge of this. 
M’ Kenzie vs. Havard. . ° - 102 
MORTGAGE. a 
1 Whether the holder of a note, securedbya spe- 
| cial mortgage, having obtained a judgment, ee 
may levy on other property than that espe- we “ 
cially mortgaged. © Croghan vs. Conrad. .  § 
2 A third possessor, against whom an hypothecary — 
action is prosecuted, may demand the dis- 
cussion of the debtor’s property and that of — 
his sureties, but not of property in the hands ~ 
of other third possessors. Jackson et al. 
Williams. = F y : 
3 When a debtor, whose property is subject toa 
general or tacit mortgage, has successively 
sold several objects of real property or © 
slaves, the creditor must bring his action } 
against the last purchaser, and ascend in suc- 










cession to the first. Samecase. . a 
4 An acknowlegment of the debt and mortgage in 
a public act, amounts toa confession of judg- 

ment. Tilghman vs. Dias, . - M 
See CeRTIFICATE—PRACTICE, 7. 


NEW TRIAL. 
i A new trial cannot be granted, because it does not 
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appear on what the jury based their verdict. 
Harrod et al. vs. Lafarge. . 
See Arpzat, 20. 


NON-SUIT. 


"1 Whaille plaintiff docs not mule ot his case, he 
ought to be non-suited. Harper vs. Des- 
trehan. : 


PRACTICE. 


1 He who affirms must prove, unless the plea in- 
__ volves a negative. Powers vs. Foucher. 

2 Same point. Knox vs. Haslet’s curator. : 

3 An affidavit for a commission to take testimony 

should be positive, and name the witnesses. 

Evans et al. vs. Gray etal. . ‘ 


il. » 4 But if the suit be by attachment and the agent 


swear, it will suffice, that he express his be- 
lief that the testimony can be procured. 
Same case. “ ; 


_6 Every thing in judicial proceedings, is presumed 


o%, _ to have been correctly done. Trepagnier’s 

heirs vs. Butler et al. : ° . 

6 A mistake in a name, by the omission of a letter, 

can only be taken advantage of by a plea on 

abatement. Boyer et wife vs. Aubert et al. 

7 An order of seizure and sale may issue on an au- 

thentic act, written in the French language. 

Tilghman vs. Dias. i” ° . 

8 It is not too late to pray to transfer a cause, after 

setting aside a judgment by default, if it was 
improperly taken. Duncan vs. Hampton. 
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9 A variance between the allegations and proof 
must be. taken advantage of on the trial. 
Langlini & wife vs. Broussard. ee 

10 A defendant, who does not plead in abatement, 
admits the residence of the parties is cor- 
rectly stated in the — Crouse v8 
Duffield. , . oe 

11 If the plaintiff offers no disor of the pre i: 
alleged, judgment may be given generally es 
for the defendant. Guilbert vs. De Verbois. 

12 So, if the parties allege titles, without averring 
a conflict, there may be judgment for the 
defendant. Samecase. . : . 











PRESCRIPTION. 

t Digging a canal and felling trees ‘are not such acts — 
of possession, as may be the basis of the pre- 
scription of thirty years. Macarty vs. Fou. 

cher. d euite “ 


sage, the party, against whe it ‘is offered, 
must give evidence of such acts, as will” 
take the case out of it. Powers vs. Foucher, — 


mA 3 


3 Particularly if his tithe commenced so far back as* Fh, 
1772, and there be no evidence of the en- 


joyment of the servitude. Same case. 5 id. 
4 Ifthe vendor be a transient person and withdraw om 
from the state, immediately after the salethe’ 
vendee may bring his action for the rescission — 
of the sale, on the return of the former; © 
although more than the time of prescription 
has elapsed. Morgan vs. Robinson. a 
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5 An obligation in the altedhesiiye gives the debtor 
the choice, hence, when A. promised to pay 
$500 to B., or convey a tract of land to him, 
| held this was not such a title as could enable 
the latter to prescribe. Holstein vs. Hen- 
derson. ‘ i ma 

See Appear, 22. 


. PRIVILEGE, 


Whether the yendor’s privilege be lost, if the 
deed be not recorded, in the parish in 
which the land lies. Trudeau et al. vs. 
Smith's syndics. : 


See LANDLoRD—LieEN. 
ut ‘PROMISE. 


>». 1A promise to deliver-a sound and likely negro, 

-&c., valued at 1200 dollars, is discharged by 
the delivery of a sound and likely negro, 
&e. Cavenah vs. Crummin. ° 

: pr ‘0 ise to deliver sugar, on a given 

> day, | to do so the éreditor may demand 
money. Pepper vs. Peytavin. 












PROMISSORY NOTE. 


1 A note in which the sum is stated in figures is 
valid. Nugent vs. Poland. : 

2 The endorsement of a note is not restrained by 
its being signed ne varietur, by a a 
Fusilier vs. Bonin et al. 


given, the court may presume that it was 





3 If anote does not state the place in which it was. 
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given at the plies’ i which the maker and 
; payee reside. Crouse vs. Duffield. » . 540 
: 4 A subscribing witness, to a note given out of od 
state, is presumed to be out of the jurisdic. _ 
tion of its courts. Same case. 
See Monroass, 1. 
SALE. 

1 The vendor’s ignorance of a defect in the slave, 
does not protect him in the action quanti mi- 
noris. Moore’s assignee vs. King & al. 

2 If the vendee, in such a case, being sued for the 
price, answer that he is entitled to relief, 
and prays that the vendor may say on oath, 
whether the defect did not exist at the sale, 
this, at least, in the appeal will be held suffi- - 
cient notice. Samecase. . » noth 

3 When property is sold. per aversionem, if there’ : 
be a surplus after the quantity mentioned, it 
passes to the vendee, Innis vs. M*Crummin. 

4 Whether the vendee can recover land, ¥ 

. vendor before the gale, swore belon; 
person in possession. Davis’ heirs vs. 1. Pree 
Dost’s heirs. : . é 
See Lien 4—PRescrirPtion 4. 




























SOLIDARITY 


Is never presumed. Dean vs. Smith & al. 


, sU RET Y. ‘ 


1 Service of a judgment on the surety, who bound 
himself for the forthcoming of a negro er his 




























value, on the judgment, notwithstanding a 
demand, does not work a forfeiture of the. 
penalty, if the negro be surrendered within 
a reasonable time. Hunter's syndics vs. Hun- 

terGal. . — & ‘ é ica 

@A surety claiming Sincudlipat eat point out pro- 

_____ perty, and furnish money to carry it into ef- 

_)) © fect. Baldwin vs. Gordon & al. . om 

3 Sureties are entitled to oppose all exceptions, 

which are inherent to the debt, not those 

which are personalto the debtor. Samecase. id. 

See yar §: 











: “ TUTOR. 
2 _ provisiodllt the law, which requires that the 
. tutor’s account be rendered before the judge, 
‘is clearly introduced for the exclusive advan- 
- tage of the minor.  Jarreau vs. Ludeling, 106 
> other person can have any interest in it. 












See Intenesr, 3. 


WILL. 


4 ‘Itis sufficient for the validity of a nuncupative 

13) ee: will under private signature, that it be pas- 

5‘ sed in the presence of three witnesses; re- 

aA 2 siding where the testament is received, or 

y ae of four others. Fleckner vs. Nelder. . 603 

7””)6 Oo2 A will may be proven by a single witness. Bou- 

themy vs. Dreux & al. ‘ , - 639 
3 A witness may contradict enunciations in a will. 

Same case. ~ ‘ ‘ on OH, 
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5 Whether all thes 
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6 The presentation Of ; 
needs not be mi 

7 The attestation of s 
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av. " Geakemal 
3 Skier ‘'aré Cord 
Om nosevidence ag 
as a witness for fi e bee 
4 A fortiori, when he has nobe 
See Promissomi tore, 94 
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